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The report gives a list of victims in some 

of the mass killings, which establishes that 
their numbers were higher than the ones the 
government admits. 

The PUDR has accused the state govern-
ment of abetting the anti-Muslim pogrom. 
‘‘The fact that the Gujarat government sup-
ported the bandh (general strike) of Feb-
ruary 28 and March 1 despite its experience 
of large-scale violence against Muslims after 
a similar bandh in 2000, is evidence of its 
complicity in the violence right from the 
start,’’ it said. 

The report also accuses the judiciary of 
not performing its duty. It illustrates as to 
how the criminal justice system in the state 
is complicit in the denial of justice to the 
riot victims. It corroborates the widely-re-
ported fact that the police make a mockery 
of the investigative process. And that even 
courts have shown reluctance to do their 
duty. 

The PUDR team visited 21 relief camps and 
75 villages and towns where it spoke to gov-
ernment officials, members of traders’ asso-
ciations, the VHP, the Jamait-e-Ulema-e 
Hind and NGOs. 

It has demanded the Narendra Modi gov-
ernment in Gujarat be dismissed and asked 
for an independent probe by the Central Bu-
reau of Investigation into major incidents of 
communal violence, and expressed doubts 
over the Modi government’s intentions to 
take action against the perpetrators of riots.
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Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, the citizens of 
McLennan County, Texas are celebrating 
today, September 26, 2002, the 100th Anni-
versary of the McLennan County Courthouse, 
located in my hometown of Waco. 

On April 28, 1900, at the turn of the last 
century, the needs of a growing Central Texas 
population demanded a new courthouse and 
jail. To pay for a structure, bonds were ap-
proved by the voters, and construction of the 
Courthouse began with the purchase of land 
on the corner of North 5th and Washington St. 
In December 1900, a contract for construction 
of the Courthouse was awarded, and in June 
1901, the cornerstone was laid. Less than a 
year later, in 1902, the project was completed. 

Today, the McLennan County Courthouse is 
a Texas Historical Landmark and is listed on 
the National Register of Historic Places. With 
its classic Renaissance Revival design, it is 
widely recognized as one of the most beautiful 
public buildings still in use. Recent additions to 
the Courthouse include a series of paintings 
celebrating the rich history of Waco and 
McLennan County. 

Atop the building stands Themis, the Greek 
personification of Justice, Justitia, her Roman 
counterpart, and Liberty, the torchbearer, rep-
resenting the importance of justice and the law 
to the citizens of McLennan County for the 
past hundred years. Although much has 
changed in that hundred years, the McLennan 
County Courthouse continues to provide inte-
gral services to the community, and stands as 
an important monument to the long tradition of 
the rule of law in Central Texas. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask the Members of the 
House of Representatives to join me in cele-
brating, with the City of Waco, Texas and its 
surrounding communities, the 100th Anniver-
sary of the McLennan County Courthouse.
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Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, for all the as-
pects of natural beauty that grace the North 
Country, few equal the splendor of the St. 
Lawrence River. From the wide expanse of its 
Gulf to the grandeur of the Thousand Islands, 
the St. Lawrence River is truly a wonder to be-
hold. 

For those of us who call this special region 
home, the St. Lawrence has long been a vital 
source of commercial and recreational activity. 
From its waters and its fragile environs, many 
thousands earn their living and renew their 
lives. Simply put, our welfare in very tangible 
and vital ways is inextricably linked and de-
pendent upon the vitality of the St. Lawrence. 

It is, therefore, both understandable and log-
ical that many who know this river best have 
viewed with great skepticism recent initiatives 
that seek to measure the potential impact of 
conducting a massive construction and dredg-
ing project designed to significantly expand 
the existing shipping locks and channel depths 
to accommodate Seaway access to a larger 
class of freight vessels. Their concern has fo-
cused on the unavoidable scope of such an 
undertaking and the disruptive effects that 
would result upon a delicately balanced eco-
system that even today is severely stressed 
by existing Seaway traffic. 

As someone who has been granted the 
honor of representing the entire New York 
State span of the St. Lawrence, I have spent 
much time in recent months considering the 
views of both those who doubt and those who 
embrace the proposed project. Clearly, the 
Seaway serves a vital purpose both to this re-
gion and to others throughout the Great Lakes 
that utilize the shipping it accommodates. Just 
as evident is the need to reformulate this vital 
system’s operations to ensure its highest utili-
zation into the future. Indeed, the observation 
that the proposal in question is no more than 
a study designed to identify the existence and 
scope of any resulting problem is not without 
merit. 

In the final analysis, however, my foremost 
responsibility is to assume those positions that 
represent the greater interests of those I rep-
resent. In my opinion, no matter what merits 
any study may offer, the inescapable fact re-
mains that the perils of such a project, if initi-
ated, would far outweigh any benefits that may 
result to our region. The viability of our vital 
tourism industry, the generation of economi-
cally stimulating hydropower, and the untold 
enjoyment that the St. Lawrence provides de-
rives less from the shipping that the river sup-
ports that the delicate environment it nurtures. 
As past studies have invariably found, the ef-
fects of a project of the magnitude in question 
would unavoidably and unilaterally upset the 
delicate ecological balance of the St. Law-
rence River and all that prospers from it.

Given the great importance of this issue to 
our region, I feel compelled to declare my op-
position to the proposed study and the re-
quested funding to advance it. I fully recognize 
the likely reality that my views may be shared 
by few in the House of Representatives. While 
the area I represent affords me the distinction 
of being the only Member from New York to 
have the St. Lawrence River shores within 
their district, it also means that many others 
hail from areas that stand to realize greater 
benefits any expansion of the existing systems 
might afford. The fact that both the Energy 
and Water Development Subcommittee and 
full House Appropriations Committee have 
provided $2 million to advance this study at-
test to the support this initiative has gained 
thus far. Nevertheless, I have no intention of 
abandoning the higher interests of my district 
because the odds may be long. 

I have begun the preparation of an amend-
ment that will seek to remove the $2 million in 
study funding currently contained in the FY03 
House Appropriations bill should this legisla-
tion be advanced. I will submit that amend-
ment to the Rules Committee requesting that 
it be approved for consideration if and when 
the full bill is brought to the House Floor for 
a vote. In this way, I hope to convey to other 
Members the peril that such an initiative holds 
and, hopefully, gain the support of those who 
recognize the need to stand on the side of 
preserving a resource that is so critically im-
portant to so many.
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Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the Grand Teton National 
Park Land Exchange Act (S. 1105) and spe-
cifically its amended version that includes leg-
islation that I introduced named the McLough-
lin House Preservation Act (H.R. 3434). 

Standing six feet four inches, John 
McLoughlin cast a giant of a shadow on the 
early development of the Oregon frontier. For 
twenty-one years his powerful voice was the 
only influence of law and order over an empire 
two and a half times the size of Texas. He 
had absolute control, and he maintained it 
peacefully and profitably with a balanced 
sense of justice. With an overwhelming sense 
of compassion and generosity beyond re-
proach, it’s of little wonder that he was re-
garded by Native Americans as, ‘‘The Great 
White Eagle.’’ John McLoughlin, did indeed, 
walk taller and cast the greatest shadow that 
ever fell so humbly on the changing face of 
Oregon. 

McLoughlin was born in 1784 outside of 
Quebec, Canada. When McLoughlin was only 
14 years old, he began an apprenticeship with 
a doctor and in 1803, at the youthful age of 
19, was granted his license to practice surgery 
and pharmacy. Shortly thereafter Dr. 
McLoughlin obtained an appointment as med-
ical officer for the North West Company, fierce 
competitor of the Hudson’s Bay Company in 
the fur trade. McLoughlin continued his em-
ployment and partnership with the North West 
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